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It is as if one were set to describe the
universities of to-day, and confined
oneself to Oxford, omitting Berlin.
This one-sided presentation of the past
is easily understood. The tendency of
the Greek mind towards science was
gradually overshadowed by more press-
ing interests, and there came about a
genuine interruption between the old
and the new. Only since the renais-
sance can we enter into that early
enthusiasm of Plato for science, upon
which no practical interests had a
claim. Not along the road marked out
by Lord Bacon, but in the footsteps of
Descartes has scientific progress been
made. Euclid and Archimedes are
nearer us to-day than the Novum Or-
ganum. It has been one of the misfor-
tunes of culture that the universities of
Greece should suggest to us only the
type that is so well described by Mr.
Walden. Rhetoric and poetry do not
exhaust the tradition of Greece; but
she has been misled by the tradition of
scholarship. ' Greece,' says Buchon,
' seems to desire above all else academi-
cians, philosophers, and poets; later on
she will procure carpenters and lock-
smiths." Let us say rather, engineers
and physicians. The truly Hellenic
spirit welcomes the sciences as Pericles
and Plato did.
Professor de Burgh has written an
interesting and useful summary in his
book on ' The Legacy of Greece and
Rome.' But here again I miss the
%
 recognition of the whole scope of Greek
grandeur. The Greek spirit anticipated
the science and inventions of the
present. For it took the first steps
which here are more than half the way.
We do not know that apart from
Greece modern industrial life would
have been possible. Perhaps Greece
would have solved this problem with
less hurt to human ideals.
FRANK GRANGER.
University College, Nottingham.
CICERONIS ORATIONUM SCHOLIASTAE.
Ciceronis Orationum Scholiastae. By T.
STANGL. Vol. II. Pp. 351. Vienna
(Tempsky) and Leipzig (Freytag),
1912. M. 22.
THE present reviewer, when writing a
notice in the Classical Review (September,
1910) of Stangl's Pseudo-Asconiana, ven-
tured to express the hope that this work
was only the prelude to a complete
edition of the Scholiasts to Cicero. It
was not then known that Stangl was
actually engaged upon this task, for
which he was preeminently qualified by
a long series of preliminary studies.
The Corpus which has now appeared
contains, in addition to Asconius, who
is not a scholiast but a vir historicus,
the Scholiasta Bobiensis, the Pseudo-
Asconius, the Scholiasta Gronovianus,
and some scattered scholia, among
which those discovered by Dr. Peterson
in the Holkham MS. 387 figure for the
first time in such a collection. In
addition to Vol. II. which contains the
texts, we are promised a Vol. I., in
which questions relating to the criticism
NO. CCXXXV. VOL. XXVII.
of the authors are to be discussed with
greater fullness than has been attempted
hitherto.
The materials are the same for the
criticism of Asconius and the Pseudo-
Asconius — viz., the copies made by
Poggio (P), Sozomenus of Pistoia (5),
and Bartolommeo de Montepulciano
(M). Baiter, whose edition has long
been obsolete, only used descendants of
P. The Berlin editors, Kiessling and
Schoell, collated S and M, and more
recently the transcript of Poggio has
been identified in the Madrid MS. X. 81.
I need not refer to an edition of As-
conius, for which I am myself respon-
sible. No attempt, however, had been
made to utilise the new material in the
case of the Pseudo-Asconius, and here
Stangl has had the field to himself. A
new edition was sorely needed, since
Baiter's materials were too scanty to
make any scientific emendation of these
very corrupt Scholia possible. The
Scholiasta Bobiensis was recently edited
by Hildebrand, whose work was sharply
attacked on various grounds by Stangl.
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It is certainly fitting that Stangl's pro-
tracted labours should result in an
edition of his own.
It may be expected that I should
criticise points in Stangl's edition of
Asconius in which I differ from him.
This, however, I am reluctant to do,
since I admire Stangl's work and do
not think it proper for a reviewer to
' grind his own axe.' I would merely
refer to my notice of his Pseudo-Asco-
niana, in which I indicate that, while
he does more than justice to Sozomenus,
he is rather hard on Poggio. The sub-
ject, however, is thorny, and needs space
for discussion. Also, I am at present
engaged upon a fresh study of the
various problems, and hope to publish
some results in the near future.
Stangl's apparatus is extremely full,
and includes such minutiae as the use
of diphthongs or single vowels, forms
of contraction employed in different
MSS., varieties of punctuation, and
sometimes even the division of lines.
A good deal of this might be omitted
without loss, especially the different
contractions of SPM. On the other
hand, he frequently omits to mention
P, when it has the correct reading,
doubtless due to a successful conjecture
of Poggio, and merely gives the corrup-
tions found in S and M. Thus we find
e.g. 263. 23 reddendam] dedendam M:
utendam S. Surely it would be better
to say dedendam M: utendam S: corr.
Poggius. We owe so much to Poggio
that it would seem fair to indicate how
much he did to make the text intelli-
gible. Stangl looks with great suspicion
on words omitted by 5, which he gene-
rally prints in italics, e.g. 202. 4 dicitur
PM: om. S in lac, 242. 30 auxilio PM :
om. S, 261. 29 veris PM: om. S. He
does not, however, always do so, e.g.
230. 26 defensor, omitted by S, is printed
in ordinary type. He also adopts some
strange readings from S, e.g. 217. 13 ut
videatur propter quod (hoc PM) dicere
Virgilius, which seems odd Latin even
for the Pseudo-Asconius. There is, of
course, no doubt that Sozomenus was
the most faithful of the three tran-
scribers, though Poggio was the most
talented. There are, however, some
very puzzling cases. The most per-
plexing, perhaps, is 241. 6 where SM
omit the words poscunt a pincerna petunt,
which rest solely on P. Stangl italicises
the three first words, but, apparently
by accident, leaves petunt in ordinary
type. Who can believe that Poggio
invented this supplement, containing
the rare and late word pincerna (= butler) ?
The reading of P is itself corrupt, viz.:
maioribus autem poculis ut subaudiatur poscunt
a pincerna petunt maioribus autem poculis ut
subaudiatur vivere (bibere edd.).
Here maioribus autem poculis ut subau-
diatur has been repeated by anticipation
from what follows. If we suppose this
to have been the reading of the Sangal-
lensis, it is easy to see how a copyist
came to give maioribus autem poculis ut
subaudiatur vivere (med. om).
We are then met by the question,
how S and M came to make the same
omission. To this there is, I think, an
answer, but this raises issues which I
cannot now discuss. I would only say
in conclusion that Stangl's stately
volume is indispensable to all serious
students of Cicero.
ALBERT C. CLARK.
C. JULItfS CAESAR.
C. Julius Caesar: Sein Leben nach den
Quellen kritisch dargestellt. Von E.
G. SIHLER, Professor an der New
York University. 8vo. Pp. viii + 274.
Leipzig and Berlin: B. G. Teubner,
1912. M. 6.
PROFESSOR SIHLER, who has long since
earned a high reputation as a learned
and acute critic of Caesar, confirms and
strengthens his fame by this judicial
estimate of his hero'-s life. Nowhere
will the student find the ancient evi-
dence more carefully collected and
sifted, nowhere will he find it weighed
with more absolute impartiality. Yet it
may be doubted if complete justice can
be done to so complex a character by a
